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MK.  K.  \V.  XrNLP:Y:  I am  a whole  j 
i(it  busier  t.hos“  times  than  you  think  I i 
am.  and  I assure  you  that  it  is  quite  a | 
task,  aiib  a tax  on  m-y  time  to  wade  I 
tlirou{?u  your  not  only  iinjrmitlcmanly. 
but  exceedingly  cramp  letters.Onl  of  the 
thousands  of  letters  which  I have  re- 
ceived in  the  past.  I think  I will  have 
to  yield  to  you  the  credit  of  being  the 
most  cramp  and  enigmatical  hyerogliph- 
ical  and  hieratic  of  any  that  I have  yet 
seen.  You  »ee  I havent  a Urim  and 
Thuinmim,  and  cant  afford  tfme  to  be 
guessing  out  Hddles.  From  what  I'have 
been  able  to  guess  out  of  your  letter  one 
would  think  that  you  had  a prophet  per- 
fectly genuine  to  offer  .»very  honest  en- 
quirer, and  onethat  haj  come  Into  ofilce 
in  perfect  harmony  with  the  law  and  the 
testimony  of  God,  and  no  mistake.  Now 
Mr.  Nunley  1 will  take  you.  or  any  oth- 
er reorganized  man  for  that  matter,  on 
other  ground;  in  fact  your  own  ground, 
and  we  will  then  ask  i/t>u“  Where  are  we 
at“?  You  Doc.  <fc  Oov.  says  The 

President  of  the  Church  ...  is  appointed 
by  revelation.  5!id  God  has  promised  the 
Church  by  mi  oath  that  that  appointing 
revelation  must  come  through  Joseph, 
and  forbade  them  on  pain  of  being  de- 
ceived to  receive  revelations  or  com- 
mandments through  any  body  else.  Come 
now  Mr.  Nunley’  lay  the  Letter  of  Ap- 
pointment to  Mr.  Strang  ehtirely  aside, 
and  tell  us  who  was  appointed  by  Bevl- 
ATioN  ihrouh  the  prophet  Joaeph  Smith? 
No  dodging  now,  but  tell  us  squarely  who 
that'  man  was  in  order  to  free  the  Proph- 
et Joseph  from  the  epithet  oi  false  proph- 
et. 

li  now  you  say  the  appointing  revela- 
tion was  given  to  his  son  we  will  nail 
that  testimony  to  the  wall  like  base  cur- 
rency that  all  men  may  see  its  worthless- 
ness, For  Young  Joseph  himself  denies 


it:  Jawm  W.  lirigys  it.  ard  Zenos  D. 

Gurley  detik's  it. 

If  you  say  it  was  iirigham  Young,  we 
will  take  his  own  testimony  and  we  will 
sever  the  head  of  his  prophetic  claims 
i from  its  prophetic  body  in  very  short  or- 
I der.  We  are  waiting  Mr.Nunley  for  your 
answer.  Tell  ns  who-the  man  was  who  re- 
ceived this  appointing  revelation  through 
the  Prophet  Joseqh.  If  you  say  that  Jo- 
seph was  blessed  of  his  father  to  hold  his 
father’s  office  ,then  we  deny  that  God 
ever  promised  to  appoint  any  one  to  the 
prophetic  ofiBce  by  blessing. 

The  language  of  God  is  that  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  church  is  appointed  bj/  rei’- 
eUUionr  and  that  he  shall  be  ordained  as 
Joseph  was  told  before  in  1830,  how  he 
himself  was  ordained.  The  rule  in  God's 
Kingdom  in  all  ages  is.  that  an  elder  must 
be  ordained  dy  at  least  an  elder  or  some 
one  higher  In  the  priesthood.  A High 
Priest  must  be  ordained  dy  at  least  a 
High  Priest,  or  a higlu>r  authority.  This 
is  true  of  every  grade  of  priesthood  from 
the  Aaronie  priest  to  the  prophet  and 
Seer  over  the  whole  church  of  God.  This 
last  officer  ha.s-  no  equal  on  earth,  for  he 
holds  authority  and  keys  that  no  one  on 
earth  but  himself  holds.  Whosoever  then 
succeeds  him  must  of  necessity  be  or. 
dained  by  the  same  or  a higher  power  trox- 
the  heavens,  for  no  man  on  earth  held 
those  keys  hut  Joseph  himself.  There.  i.s 
no  such  thing  any  where  written  in  any 
of  the  saered  books  as  the  lesser  ordain- 
ing the  greater:  hut  in  every  instaiic*  it 
ig  written  that  &lt  the  lesser  grades  of  th« 
priesthood  comes  down  from  the  greater, 
or  from  him  whom.  God  has  made  th* 
head  of  the  Church,  or  him  whom  H* 
I has  made  a prophet,  a seer,  a revelator 
i and  translator  to  his  whole  people. 

[ Now.  Mr.  Nunley  yow  know  that  this 
I is  God's  order,  and  I defy  you  or  any  oa» 


to  show  whoro  ho  has  ever  varied  or 
vhaiiged  from  this  order  In  every  age  as 
wellas  this.  t.h<‘  iiudeviating  rule  is  that 
all  oflloers  in  the  church  came  down  from 
thisciijef  of  all  other  tMcers  in  the  cherch 
hence  it  is  written: — "From  th(!same”: 
(Presiding  High  Priest  over  the  High 
Priesthood  of  the  ('Inirch  )coines  the  ad- 
ininisKTjng  of  ordinances  and  blessings 
iij)ou  tlu^  church  dy  the  Uiyim]  on  of 
hanOx."  (Doc.  & Cov  .Sec.104  : SI)  So 
then  yon  can’t  fly  to  Young  Joseph  and 
say  of  him.  "be  was  the  one  th  at  Uod 
promised,  for  the  or'der  that  both  called 
aud  ordained  him  was  the  very  reverse, 
of  t^ods  unvarying  order,  for  that  (Reor- 
organixed)  order  started  at  the  foot,  and 
built  till  it  made  its  own  head  This  is  no 
mystery  now  to  vox*  or  to  me.  or  to  any 
one  else  that  has  ever  read  its  general 
histtn-y  or  Trmt  17. 

If  (xod  should  deviate  from  His  an- 
cient order  of  things, and  give  us  a dif- 
ferent order,  and  establish  .something 
new  in  our  day  it  is  puite  as  likely  that 
in  a few  years  more  or  less  He  may 
change  It  again  and  again:  then  where 
is  the  rock  upon  which  we  ar  said  to 
Stan  when  we  get  hold  of  the  true  faith? 
rt  God  changes  His  mode  of  makjng 
prophets  how  can  we  tell  the  false  from 
the  true?  Where  then  Is  the  certainty 
that  hebanges  not?  That  He  varies  not 
from  that  which  he  hath  said?And  ”He 
hath  said.”  that  He  calls  men  by”  Hi» 
•mm  wice”:  ane  His  word  shows  that  He 
sends  angels  to  ordain  those  He  calls  qy 
Hix  on>n  voice.  How  could  the  place  of 
<)ne  prophet  be  filled  by  another,  unless 
by  the  same  means  in  like  case? 

Put  you  say  Mr.  Strang  had  nowitness- 
O.  yes  he  had,  and  the  very  best  of  wit- 
nesses too.  1st.  One  was  promised  several 
tmes  to  succeed  Jo.seph.  2nd.  he  was  to 


qe  appointed  by  revelation.  3rd.  that 
revelation  miust  come  through  Joseph, 
and  could  come  lawfully  by  no  one  else. 
4th,  He  must  be  ordained  to  that  office 
as  God  told  Joseph  in  1830  how  He  or- 
dained him.  .oth.  The  ancient  records 
with  the  Urim  and  Thummim  which 
were  designed  to  come  down  from  gen- 
.iratio  to  generation,  or  from  oue  proph- 
et to  another  were  placed  in  his  hands, 
and  by  means  of  these  things  he  did 
translate,  and  did  thus  prove  himself  a 
seer,  a translator,  and  a prophet.  Now. 
Mr.  Strang  is  the  only  man  that  laid 
claim  to  all  these.  All  others  denied 
point  blank,  directly  and  indirectly  hav- 
ing received  any  one  of  these  most  nec: 
essary  things  in  his  favor:  and  to  deny 
Mr.  Stranges  claims  in  the.se  things  is 
most  emphatically  to  deny  that  Joseph 
Smfth  was  a prophet  of  God.  To  cry  out 
“Twaddle”,  and  “clumsy^  to  these 
things  only  betrays  your  hatred  of  the 
truth,  and  your  utter  inability  to  bring 
up  anything  better  agninst  them. 

Strang  had  no  witnesses  to  his  ordina- 
tion. you  say?  but  how  many  witnesses 
did  Moses  have  to  hjs  ordinationl  For  we 
read  twice  that  he  was  ordained  by  th*^ 
hands  of  angels  (Acts  7 : 35  and  Gal.  3 16 
Inspired)  How  many  witnesses  did  Noah 
have  to  testify  thut  God  spoke  to  Him? 
How  many  did  Abraham  have.either  for 
his  ordination  under  the  hands  of  mel- 
chrsecec,  or  that  God  commanded  him  to 
get  out  of  his  country  and  from  his  fath- 
er‘s  house.  &c.  or  Jacod.  that  he  had  the 
ministry  of  angels  so  many  times  as  he 
had?  How  many  witnesses  had  Jesus 
that  God  ‘■'by  his  right  hamd'^  anointed 
and  ordained  him?  or  Panl  that  Jesus 
met  him  on  the  way  to  Damascus?  More- 
over Doctrine  & Covenants  says,  and  the 
Book  of  Mormon  says  three  different  times 
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'"  K<-"«ratlon  as  that  in 

anf  C-ov!‘ s*'r  f 

Chi;  "■  Ethe,| 

»tilnrs;s't”u’ari*”  "'ll  you 

have  In  his  behairthe'  * “““‘i 

hlud  Of  Ilvin!  w , "Ohhlerantl 

voor  I'ogl’orisu"''  aooording  to 

iaise  aSel  ''  ""'“"'''I  '’yal 

•oil  his  name  “wT”  “““ 

1 Then  Monee  ' ' "hat  a discovery 

' ''o“he;i;::™~'>yafa,seaL 

I Jacob  was  deceived  time*'*'"  d J 

' false  anvels  do...  ’ ' % 

■™  his  Tat  ;c:,  ‘’'“'-•a  tow, 

"ordsofana^sel  hecttr  i ‘H 

hot  frIvehintl.L  ■ ‘'‘■“eoidid 

a hundred  instances  of  th 
' angels  throughout  ' the  "'I 

'>«U!  of  thPm  K-  DO 

according  to  Mr  tjnw  “ho«fore, 

It  worth,  of  credT  hf’  ‘hen, 

ihey  did  not  tell  th  ■ ‘^aato  of  course 
•hat  dined  on  Abrl'i  “ree 

a great  time  at  Ahr«K  t ^ 
i-t  see  how  hi  «;  f^d  ahO 

forsooth  did'nt  tell  th  ^"'“"tathey, 

a"  ‘hescript„resh“wr„T:''"‘“-”| 

««tai,  „f  a to  r^ctth 

th«rn«mc?  ’‘Twaddle?..  S t W 
»his  fs“twaddlp“  « sure  aJJ 


•hen,  at  Lee  Int  trt  ,‘h“ha'»™s 
"’hy  did  not  Ces  d"„f  ^ '«“•! 

. Ship  the  devil?  for  tK  ^ 

Moses  that  he  was  “Ih  ‘'®“lated  to 
Worship  me  ..  c-id  I ‘h®  <"%  bivotter,,. 

Moses  tLr.his'waiti,’^!"  ‘«<1 

eonrse  Moses  according  ,T7r’  T 

ought  to  have  known  tlal  h. 

jgospel  L^^re^ct  to''eve‘r;Lmr'''“‘“S 
dred,  tongue  and  people  he  ’ 

F'i^:-“u;fev''r,““‘''“' 

Iho  he  not  deceived  a, 

|°hIa"LL--‘ha.‘4 

at  gospel  that  which  w 
, «nto  you  let  him  ^ Pleached  . , 

Posingthatan  LgeLrom  h'"  " 

a»y  other  pirce  should  relirMs”"™” 
or  assume  some  n»rr.  name, 

xauctlfy  his  Cch  “ “■•** 

[ Nobody  yoa  say  can  ir.«j 
to  the  prophetic  Lfice  . any  call 

■soealled  Letter  of  An  ■ reading  the 
suppose  yon  will  alwLTa  7h"‘’”  ®“” 
athing  as  being  ,o  bllnl*^  i’’®*''''’®”'* 
ktothethlngVrf  Gfd  'hat 

neither  see,  nor  bear  f;. will 

their  very  eyes  and  i ander 

(hence  It  Is  written  ”W  ° ‘*‘'‘''''®yy  oars 

•hat  -H  no.  1 anrr?h‘“ 

’ “•*  •“  ‘he  deaf  that 
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lUvll  not  hear."  And  again;  ••Wo  nnto 
/thojn  that  call  evil  youd,  and  ijood  evil. 

•‘If  <‘vil  befall  mv,  (Joseph  Sinith)thou 
(James  J Strang)  shalt  lead  the  flock  to 
qloasant  past\ire.s.“  and  .to  do ‘this,  ask 
wisdom  of  (Jod.  a})d“  hO  shall  give  thee 
unsparingly.”  so  says  the  appointing  let- 
ter. and  in  his  ordination  ho  was  blessed 
with  -‘the  greatness”  of  the  everlasting 
‘priesthood  and  theredy  was  set  above 


</iy  'iiioyie 

(the  elniroh)  shalt  thon  go.  to  lead  them 
intomy  ways,  for  nnto  tliee  has  the 
Lord  thy  (rod  given  salvation.” 

Is  It  possible  that  it  was  neces.sary  to 
give  any  more  to  satisfy  any  reasonabl 
man  of  the  cal!ing-of  Mr.  Strang  to  the 
prophetic  office?  Bnt  ho  left  no  snccesse 
or  you  say.  and  nothing  remains  of  the 


Kingdom  etc  And  Isuppose  then,  accor: 
ding  to  Mr.  Nunley,  the  best  thing  to  do. 
is  to  go  to  work  and  make  us  aprophet 
like  other  people,—  the  Eeorgrnixed  for 
instance. 

According  to  my  reading  there  is  an 
interregnum  in  the  prophetic  office  pret- 
ty clearly  predicted,  to  e.zist  detween  the 
life  and  rajnistry  of  Josepd‘s  successor 
and  the  final  redemption  of  the  whole 


•all  his  fellows  ” “Anri'h  f — sue  iinai  redemption  of  the  whole 


Moses;  but  of  course,  this  is  all  ‘‘clumsy 
’’twadble”; 

So  Mr  Hanley  please  dont  forget  to 
po  int  us  out  the  man  -n  ho  Jtas  appoint 
hd  by  revelatum-  aruoyh  3vseQh,wbo  was 
to  be  ordained  as  Joseph  was  himself 

BOK  Ti'OEGET  IT— ENLIGHTEN  US 
ON  THAT  QUESTION! 

WINGFIELD  WATSON. 


